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Study on seasonal variations of community structure of phytoplankton
——Case study of Meiliang Bay and East Taihu Lake in Lake Taihu
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DENG Chuwei', YU Meijuan', YANG Guijun®
(1. Wuxi Taihu Lake Restoration Co. Ltd., Wuxi 214062, China; 2. School of Environment and
Civil Engineering, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract: In order to understand the characteristics of phytoplankton community structure in Lake Taihu, the phytoplankton
community structure and physical and chemical factors in Meiliang Bay (algae-dominated lake area) and East Taihu Lake
(macrophytes-dominated lake area) were investigated from Jul. 2017 to Jun. 2018. The investigation results found that the
concentrations of the nitrogen and phosphorus in Meiliang Bay were significantly higher than these in East Taihu Lake. The annual
average abundance and biomass of phytoplankton in Meiliang Bay were 4.94 and 2.16 times of that in East Taihu Lake. The
proportions of Microcystis to total algae abundance were 68.52% ~ 99.52% and 57.70% ~ 94.01% in Meiliang Bay and East Taihu
Lake, respectively. The investigation results suggested that the macrophytes-dominated lake area (e.g. East Taihu Lake) was
gradually developing towards the algae-dominated lake area (e.g. Meiliang Bay) in Lake Taihu, which provided a scientific basis for
the management of Lake Taihu.
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80 AEAX 5 W4, A It 3R] 100 8 G ek ke
PR R RS R ASBTHE A KW, WK s E
FRAL ) H 25 EE, BAER) 5~ 11 7, B KA
R, DA E A E R RAKE R,

2007 4FERMIEBOKESAE LS, S B
AT R Y 08 4 AT T SR 30075 G i o
DL R IR B, 7K B A B o ek s 00, 4K
T, X EL BF5E KPR, 2015 4F KK A6 Ak ™
iR A, Horp 2015 47 5 28 K A 0 53 A DX T AW
2014 4EH ZE 1Y 20.14%, 2015 444 25 7K A= W% o A
X HEAUL Y 2014 4 ZE 1) 8.94%, KK AEAEY)
A7 A s e T AT 7K TSR A i A A A 4 ) ) A
FRRHIE, A T EEAFRY T A H RIS, 2017 45
7 H 2018 4F 6 H X AT 10 A G2 A (8 R0 T X)) A1
IR AT (BB DX) V7 Vi A 0 7 &5 A AR B 1 A 7
SRFEEAT o Horp, A QR T BURY (1 i R X, [ s
JE K s SR I X —, R AR AR
R HRABE By A S5 7K A5 17T 2 A 08 DO 2 B R0 98 X,
HOKAEEYE Z, & 8RR BRI R .
I AR A A, F A AT HT I 2 A~ BRI X1
TR DI RE T8 S5 H AR AL, 2E—20 T ff B Hi )
(7K ARBLAS L, SR A 4 B LR 22 A

1 MRERE

1.1 REHWNEE

2017 4 7 H % 2018 4F 6 H, TEMF RIS A AR K
WAL 6 I RAE A, HEAT VPRI /K AR BR 5 X 7
R, DLIE 1.

B1 RS
12 HRHRESLHE
FEMEEA RS 1R, A S L B9A HLBES HIR R
IKEFST 2 JRRAEMIK, 435182 Z (0 ~ 50 cm) FilHf

FJZ(100 ~ 150 cm), SRJGTRA), BT L KEEINA &
AR (LR PE 1% ) FERAFTFIEREY) . 5HC1 L
TRAKHFE, 45 M 5250 2 5 # SR [11] 7% Pk e
HALFE AR CRAL. Wbl A A . A . Bk,
PR SR IEBEIRER . COD IR Bk Y) ) Fnt
2% a(Chl-a) WL, JFAE MG 2 /KGR L 7Kl | i3
WIEEFN pH, ZKAEIRALAE BRI 52 WSCHR [11].
1.3 FiFEWHNE

1 L A S BRGR B /KA [0 52 50 % 5 i
B 48 h, LA LIRS 50 mL, Bl Dy fRe
PRAFRE S, . 1E B 338 (Olympus Corporation, Tokyo,
Japan) 400x T #4770 S THEL, BEAFE 5 B RO
100 SHLEF, 318 270 3 R, O BEAE S e 45
R, IR AR PR R Y BRI Y
YoE 2% (hEROKERE—RG . R SAER),
TR YRS AT, W),

N=AxV,xn)/(A. xV,) (D

(1) e N A BHAIKEE R IEIHEY AR, cells/L;
A JIHBE T AR, mm?; Vo 1 L KRR 46 I i 1A
R, mL; n OIS PR AR 0BG 4, 3o

N, mm?; V, A PEHERFR, mL.

T A ) 1 A e e S (] o 28 T DA ) 1
AT LA N OB TR, AR5 b et il
T AWy e R

T Ui A W 7 14 A2 W) 22 RE % R T Shannon-
Wiener =W ZHEF85(H) FRAE, Wa(2~3).

H==-)" Plog,P, (2)
i=1

P.=n;/N (3)

(2 ~ 3) s n R IF AR PR V5 T S i Rl
KB NA PITA I TR AR AR RN S SR T
TR REE TR B EG POR SR R BN AE EA
IRE He ]
1.4 HESWH

A 1] Origin 2017 #4231, FH ¢ K3
RO HT AT DX B L b2 R AT ) B 1 2=
S, BT B BRI (8 SPSS 22.0 #4745 1143
BT, SR P<0.05 158 2 22 K.

2 HRS5HMH

21 KR EMNFEXHIESHETEURFE
AR R R BRI B AR, W2 1.



1 B AF. TR R AL 2 AR AT —— DA GV AR ORI 151) 83
F1 BREFXHATHERESHEHE
SRR 2 ()
AL SH PlA
HZE T AR
WE/C 17.7£0.1(3.0 ~ 25.1) 18.1£0.1(3.0 ~ 27.5) 0.733
B /em 34.4+3.2(15.0 ~ 86.7) 27.2+3.1(19 ~ 33.3) 0.357
pH 7.8+0.1(7.3 ~ 8.6) 7.7+0.1(7.3 ~ 8.2) 0.568
BE/mg L 2.729+0.199(1.988 ~ 3.200) 2.027+0.208(1.523 ~ 2.827) <0.001
kS % /mg L 1.645+0.231(1.024 ~ 2.945) 1.225+0.101(0.782 ~ 2.117) 0.023
A /mg- L™ 0.806+0.118(0.350 ~ 1.790) 0.58440.054(0.181 ~ 1.354) 0.147
A /mg- L 0.382+0.060(0.290 ~ 0.538) 0.294+0.027(0.190 ~ 0.407) 0.077
S /mg- L 0.224+0.017(0.052 ~ 0.270) 0.118+0.005(0.023 ~ 0.203) 0.027
W S /mg L 0.062+0.004(0.026 ~ 0.117) 0.030+0.004(0.012 ~ 0.037) 0.004
IEWRE: /mg L 0.027+0.003(0.005 ~ 0.056) 0.02120.003(0.005 ~ 0.033) 0.243
BIEPR Y /mg L 36.22+1.98(13.67 ~ 75.33) 37.17+5.11(12.66 ~ 72.00) 0.895
COD/mg-L™ 20.79+2.26(11.13 ~ 42.27) 18.00+1.02(10.22 ~ 35.68) 0.483
JEIRE A /mg- L 0.8860.066(0.576 ~ 1.777) 0.94420.080(0.560 ~ 1.679) 0.751
JFEVR i /mg-g ! 0.15420.006(0.084 ~ 0.247) 0.152+0.006(0.098 ~ 0.236) 0.919
4k Ka/ug L 57.10£3.10(7.77 ~ 150.58) 23.19+0.68(10.11 ~ 50.56) 0.025

1 AAL MR E B SRR T AR KW, H
RSO X R B B L TR AL
PR VAR i 2 5 T AR ORI X (P < 0.05) .

FEARSHNE A, WWE 2a~ e,
g G R e e RN SR A 43 ) R AE 2018 4F:
5 H #2018 4 2 H, 435 3.200, 1.988 mg/L; <
IR A 2R e e (N e IR A 43 1) i R AE 2018 4F
5 AR 2018 4F 2 A, HAE4MK 2.827 F11.523 mg/L,
UL 2a. AR MRS RBHR RAE 2008 0.203,

Dl e ook

3.0
25
g)z.o -
m 15t
1.0 +
0.5

0

7 8 9101112 1 2 3 4 5 6
2017 2018
t'A

0.505mg/L, 43 % i PLAE 2018 4F 6 H A1 2017 4
7 1, He/ME S 5 0.023, 0.052 mg/L, #B i B7E
2018 42 H, UL 2b,

A AR B SR S 0 A VS X R T
IR AT DX A RRAE, DL 20 ~ do AR KL MG E20E
T DX 1) T TRk R 32 2 B AT & 3T S Ay R A
ULIE 2e. MR 2f AT UL, MG ERTE 2% 28 o YR W35
e AR, JoHAE 2018 47 6 H, AR KIIM4EK a it
HWRIE R 32.61 pg/L, MRS A 150.57 pg/L.

0.6

7 8 9101112 1 2 3 4 5 6
2017 2018
t/H
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tA

t/A

2 BREFKHMERRFDEL

22 BREMERKHZHFEVEEENTETEL
221 A AY R AR HEREE 0
B 37 F1 39 FRPRWEREY . 2 AN X AT AHTR] B IF i AE
Y32 mh, 2o B AE M R R A R R R
Chroomonas acuta. ¥ Asterionella Sp-+ WAL
HE W Dinobryon sertularia, $E ¥R 3 Trachelomonas
spp.. WU/INVU i ¥ Tetraedron minimum ., 7 4= 42 B
P Actinastrum fluviatile, 32 T W 3R ¥ Dictyospha-
erium pulchellum; F H BUAE 7R K 60 W) Fh A B0 i
(e ) 2

120

—

(=3

S
T

60

401

PEAH OB E/ x 10°cells- L™

20F

a)

Oscillatoria spp.. WU T # Crucigenia quadrata.
= ffi WU ffi & Tetraedron trigonum. B M- B B
Kirchneriella obesa #l #] [ Jf BX ¥ Quadrigula
chodatii .

222 FHMHBERAME WRLARKY
1 U A W) A 7 1% R 3 0 O 104.73%10° F
21.18x10° cells/L, W[4 3a, A & B & & TR &
(P<0.01), JF H 2 AN D SE 13 5 E2 4y, 4
5 R TRIEAEAIAY 98.78% F1 90.89% .
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I
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4 | -

Y E/mg-L"
(=)}

AR W
b)

3 BRITFARNWFFENHEEE EMETHEILER



55 139 ERFEE AF. IR R AT

T ALHT

FE—— AR AR R W A 1) 85

MRS TR IEAE ) AL P i 11.84 mg/L, 75 KA
4 5.49 mg/L, Fii# W KT 54 (P<0.01), VLA 3b,
A T8V ) DX AR SR 2 M%E%E fiRZ8, R
76.96%, L B L B 5 /NI 4y, 23 6l ok 8.48% Fil
14.16%, W& 3bo Z KW X &% 3 A ) &
46.34%, Wi RREREA Y 0o 29.38% F124.13%,
JLE 3b,

HINEEAg) =5 JuREE S IS (g Jv

4001
ssal i3 S
3001
250 |7
200F Z
150}
100} |

B BE/ x 10%cells L™

H N

9 10 11 12 1

t/A
a)

501 R

i |
||

P B/ x 10%cells- L™
[\*]
=

N nneman

201789101112123456
7

t/A
c)

2018

Hg i {%{%wﬂﬁ%*&g%ﬂi%gﬁﬁ%‘ﬁéﬁ%
WAL, WLIE 4a ~ b, AT A, H 3 Em . MR
T Ui L 0 0 i % RN A W e 7 H Ji?ﬁJﬂfdt{E,
S BN 343.684x10° cells/L fil 42.158 mg/L;

1 AHe/, 4358 5.185%x10° cells/L A1 0.486 mg/L.
VAT R, MRV PR A Y RO AR LA T T
DL, TR A W et DA s o A3
e O Tk E w1 22 s
500
MR
sor i}
= ]
s 30F
&
08
K 20t
=
10
0 bl 4 | s 1| yul_lu | |—|H|H: 1
7 8 9 101112 1 2 3 4 5 6
2017 2018
t/A
b)
20r 7R KA
16
o
s 12
&
18
I
]
4t
O‘H" .ﬁﬁgm-.!/.

7 8 9 10 11 12 1 2 6

2017 201 8
t/A
d)

B4 BREFKKHZFHFENVEREZE EVEFTEL

IR PR U R B R A e R R LA 2
Ak, UL e FNIE 4d, BRI Z ik, EE: . 5
MERVEANTR], AR AT e AT 400 A i 2 3 R A ) o e
KAEHEBLAE 9 H, 405k 43.878%10° cells/L Al
18.236 mg/L; fie/IMELWI 435I 7E 3 A A1 2 A, 4350k
3.056x10° cells/L #1 0.507 mg/L, WLIK 4c ~d., Ji#
HIIE), AR R0 55 g TR 2N, DA ) B i A A

DL s ] I3, WIE dc. 53R TS R TE) 1Y) S,
2017 4F 8~ 10 H 5 2018 4F 3 ~ 5 H, & KIMITF ek
YY) DL sk s E ke S E R A, WA 4d.
223 FarAnAp A BA VA A A AR T
R, T AR S R 25 A3, LR 5,

5 A, HERYE 2017 4F 9 A el s 5 i
1, N 99.52%; 2017 4F- 3 A Hc/I%, 4 68.52%., A
WTEIEAE Y 5 F Mg SR T 7 EUAIG, s A 94.01%,
4 FEEsE | o eIk, S 57.70% .

BR T 1~ 4 J1 40, HoAt T 03t 50 v (3 e o )i
TC T AR, MRS 7 A Gl B
330.873x10° cells/L, 3 H #H fik 4.146x10° cells/L;
2017 4% 9 H 7R K I ok 28 5 %% B B i 37.488%10°
cells/L, 4 A i fik 1.844x10° cells/L. T’éﬁé{% T X 1
PERAE B E (100.12%10° cells/L) i35 5 T4 K W)
(17.87x10° cells/L) o DKL, A 2750 X Bb 2R R I 7k
PP R, ULA 6.
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100
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20H
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7 8 9 101112 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 101112 1 2 3 4 5 6
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t/A t/A
a) b)
5 BRE RAAKNNERMEFRSEALETEL
™ e N —
- 300} —o— KK —o— AW
= 2.5¢
= 250f
8 g 2.0t
= - =
3200 &gt
1501 g
4o W Loy
& 100}
o) 0.5}
£ 50l
0_
0%é§1I01I11I2123456 7 8 9101112 1 2 3 4 5 6
2017 2018 2017 2018
t/H t/A
B 6 HwRIT.AXNMERAREERETHL b)
o " T e o B 7 wRT.EKRFREDEDSHEETL
224 A EY S AR AR A ) *ﬁ%% P;%éﬁ b A
o 225 FiE 5% ERi0 < M 4 ;
IZREMAR L CH) 035 5 TARIG (P<0.05), 49 T ”;i o ;i ; ;’; "
VIR VA SV Hpe L =g N
[AMHI0 12200 0.67. T bt 0 RARIRP IR AR SRSk

A A FASAFA, For 25 AW TR A A i 2 R T
BAE 4 i8R KAE, 224 HIKESH, N
2.03, 11 H &K, 7 0.44, MZRVEHE 3 H HAE&EK
g 1.67, Hkd2: 8 A, 4 1.03, 12 A &A%, M 0.11, W
Kl 7.

1.6

1.4t I

s 1.2F l

E 1.0f

%

MRS AR W

a)

17T Pearson HHKAMHT, WL 2,
K2 HBRE FENHZHFEDHENEMESHERTHE

KT
—_——— MR AR
KR 0.854%*%  (.828%* 0.584%  0.544
pH -0.138 -0.187 0.29 0.411
B -0.48 -0.436 0.531 0311
s 0.353 0.375 -0.188  —0.2
B EA 0439 -0.423 -0.338  —0.04
BAAR —0.810%*%  —0.763%* 0.036  0.25
HA —0.752%%  —0.703*  —0.442 —0.238
YT 0.963%*  0.940%* 0.640*  0.32
WRESEE 0494 0.481 0378 041
SRR 0521 0.434 -0.402  —0.099
H: *F/RP<0.05, **FRP<0.01,



51

ERFEE A% IR R A T 1 AL AR —— LU T AR (91 87

FUvn, g % 5 I Ui AL R AR i K
A AN EPER RFASE . SHERE AR, &K
PNUIRERIIER/E V6 EoY I NISY AT E 1 P P30
BERIW, (7] —WTE AN [7) 80 DX 0 3 i A ) e
A=W BRI R R ]

3 i

31 FiEYHEMEYE

IS oK . AR E SRR KB Iy, TRl
Sl R K A R 0 S5 2 5 ) T IR A R 5 25 R 1Y)
T 20415 Pearson A G HT B, MRS 5
IR X PR AR ) B AR S KR . B 3 A
K, WLER 20 MRS 5 2R R R A — S0 A AR [R]
WD, AR B 225, WA 1, MRS S A
FE B B 5 2 5 T AR KT8 (P<0.05) 5 55 91, ¥ i
P S ZRURI A A S e 3R L Ay A R VS ) X Ak
EETREKIMIK(P<0.05), ZHFFER, R
T8 DX AT PR DA ) R Y RO B e T
IR, 3] RS A RV PR A ) A i 2 T
AR EE RN 22—, HK, RS
A6, TR E AT A K, ZERITTERTF,
WA D KRR, AR5 BRAETEM R I, Fr LA
R VE R B My R v et ) A i i =
KRR Z — o T340, RRKE/K AR5 5
FE AW O TR FDEIRI 7 B AR
KK AEAE Y 7= A A Fh s R e i AR K
HOGCEVEM, B, A# 225 . KOTEH
FK A= M ) 9 5 4 55 400 A FH AT R R AR I T Ui
FEYECEL A AE ) e B AR T AR Y 2 R A
32 fEER

K E—A P sh 5 E 930, XIR e sh 5 R
PEETE, SBUKME I BT R, dEims AT R
AR KR SN A2 A 1ol 9 38 RO REAAR, AT
S HL AN I ELA S VR X A
PV KRR AT R, HE S R
T A ORAS A 0021 T e Y RS 7 Ui
YR, M — A R T R e R DL e
PN i A B N 1 o i 07 N [ B3 .
FE— BRI RN X, SR, IO R IR
FA) R KA RN T K R R 35 2015 4F K AR AE
B 0 7 EEAR Ak, AR 2010 47 K A A B TR
A 296.24 km?, 2015 4F K 7K A= 48 4 T AR D T

52.4 %45 /N K 141.15 km®™, B L0 BF 9T & BH,
2015 455 R A A 85 o0 AR X E AU Y 2014 4
K2 20.14 %, 2015 44 227K AL AR 34 IX TR
125 2014 FEAZR 1Y 8.94%, 7K AE AT ) () A T BRIk
A 7 1) 55 XV i AR G R S B 1 5
FAIHIE- o AR E B3R DL SR A P/ vl B
JE AR RN B A DL SR i SR A

T A 2 Xk T A 2 O Ak B, 2007 4F
1 ~ 3 JT DAGRBERIRE B A DL, oA £ V) 2 ol 2 o
PRI e S5 ) X A RV S A R A % B
e 2008 4F 1 ~ 3 H FEZELIGESE L, HAh H 0y
DA 8 AR T B DA o AR 5 P R I A
VS T A A v BT AT AR AR R I, T
B R TR AT W B B A9 S RN 68.52% ~
99.52%. AR 3 2006 4E 7 H ~ 2007 4E 6 A
2 T Tl 3 B AT S X R 0.11¢10° cells/L, TiAR
AFF 0 A 22 T T e AT X 35 B2l 1.00%10° cells/L,
10 4F 5 e s % B ok 10 4E R 10 5 A4 . FAE
ZELO JRAE N 2010 ~ 2017 AEHFERVE A 5 s 0E SR
AR AU RE S, TS 45 2 W AR T T e e A
v B RS (] FPERC R 7 TR S I R R

KK WAL PIAE 20 22 60 410 E F LUt
WML ERRRE, B b BRI 7297, 20 g
50 ~ 60 AEAR A, I K AR RO WL H
AR Sk i B Kk e, 20 fH42 70 AEACH Y, KA
WK AER R BT AL BT, 20 42 80 4R4C, i HLMA
R 2T 2045 2/5 ~ 3/5 K B 4F B 25 1 BLK 4K,
20 e 90 AR i, HE AN SRV K U LT Bk i
IKAETE TG, IR R i K A8 A A 1L L PG Rl X
FEFRBO X, 2010 4F LG, W SR E Y 5K H]
e TR TN 5 e X 1217 7 O e b
IRAEHG ™ K U 25 M R T RN A LUV T2 T 8 31 P
TEADCFBONX, H B R R B ARHIX 28, s
B M 2010 ~ 2016 4F 7R KA HE Bl R R K,
1M 2017 4F 1% B B0 25190, 2010 4F K 4.46x10°
cells/L, 2017 4EH4 K Hy 26.51x10° cells/L, 2017 4F J&-
2010 4F A 5.94 f% o ABFSE IR IE 2017 4F 7 &=
2018 4 6 F 2R i i i A7 240 %5 B oy 17.87%10°
cells/L, 5 3CHR [26] HiiH 1 7 % B LR AR .

4 4ig

2017 4 7 H & 2018 4F 6 H Xt K Mg 2
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VS R AR A W0 V7 IR AL 0 A % 245 R RN AL R 7 1) R
23 g (1

(1) 1 T8 85 SRl e B I 30 T AR R, g s
TRUAAE A8 2 AR K 4.94 1%, #5805 17 Ui
TS i S AR R 2.16 £ <

(2) Mg T T el 5 LR 68.52% ~ 99.52%,
IR B 0 5 R 57.70% ~ 94.01%

(3) A s K AR IE B 7k 28 4 Kb o

2 F XMk
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